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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 

OF H.J. RES. 20, FURTHER CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS, FIS-
CAL YEAR 2007 

SPEECH OF 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 31, 2007 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to commend your work on the Continuing 
Resolution. Republicans set up a colossal 
budget failure and created the worst budget 
mess since the government shut down in 
1996. I know you had no choice but to attempt 
to make lemonade out of the lemons that were 
left for us. 

With this behind us, we will be able to work 
together to really meet America’s needs. While 
I am happy that this legislation included in-
creases in the maximum Pell grant, veterans’ 
health care, funding for Community Health 
Centers, and the NIH, there are some areas 
that remain in critical need of additional fund-
ing. Much has been neglected over the last 
few years by the Republicans and will require 
further attention this Congress. In fact, I could 
stand here all night discussing the specifics. 
Don’t worry, Mr. Speaker, instead I will focus 
on one area in particular, teacher incentive 
grants. 

Chicago Public Schools, in collaboration 
with the National Institute for Excellence in 
Teaching (NIET), were awarded a 5-year grant 
under the Teacher Incentive Fund in FY 2006. 
Chicago Public Schools were one of 16 grant-
ees awarded funding under the new TIF pro-
gram to develop a program for performance- 
based teacher pay, specifically targeting high- 
need schools. This particular grant award to-
tals $27,336,693 over 5 years. 

The first year of funding for the Chicago 
award totals $131,273. The second year con-
tinuation grant is proposed at $4,055,600. This 
funding is scheduled to be awarded in the fall 
of 2007 and I would like to make certain that 
Chicago’s schools receive this funding. I am 
sure that we will be able to work together in 
the coming months to ensure that this is the 
case. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DENVER EAST HIGH 
SCHOOL 

HON. DIANA DeGETTE 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, February 5, 2007 

Ms. DEGETTE. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate Denver’s East High School for 
winning the ‘‘We the People’’ state competition 
on December 13, 2006. These students will 
represent Colorado in the national finals, held 
in Washington, DC on April 28–30, 2007. 

This fantastic program seeks to develop the 
civic understanding of our nation’s elementary, 
middle, and high school students. Each year 
competitions are held across the country, with 
students demonstrating their knowledge of the 
U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. 

After months of preparation, the students of 
East will represent the State of Colorado at 
the national competition, ‘‘testify’’ before a 
panel of judges, and display their knowledge 
of American government and history. 

I am so proud to have these students rep-
resenting the First Congressional District and 
the entire state of Colorado. I wish them luck 
in the national finals, and look forward to wel-
coming them to Washington. 

I want to personally recognize the partici-
pating students, including Caitlin Bell, Tucker 
Larson, Tessa Caudle, Sean McCarthy, Mats 
Engdahl, Manon Scales, Dan Aschkinasi, Matt 
Valeta, Catie Gliwa, Brian McQuinn, Katrina 
Sondermann, Tyler Castle, Davis Wert, Kaitlyn 
Randol, Mackenzie Gilchrist, Carlo Davis, Mor-
gan Hall, Tim Hambidge, Emery Donovan, Ra-
chel Banks, Rye Finegan, Charlie Fine, 
Michelle Murphy, Taylor Jones, Alexa Morrill, 
Max Viski-Hanka, Sam Keene, and Marissa 
Latta. Additionally, I would like to congratulate 
Kathy Callum, the principal of East, teacher 
Susan McHugh, and Loyal Darr, who coordi-
nates the ‘‘We the People’’ program in Denver 
and is a tireless advocate for civic education. 
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HIRE A VETERAN WEEK 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SILVESTRE REYES 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 30, 2007 

Mr. REYES. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H. Con. Res. 5, expressing 
Congressional support for ‘‘Hire-A-Veteran 
Week,’’ and encouraging the President to 
issue a proclamation calling upon employers 
to increase employment of men and women 
who have served honorably in the U.S. Armed 
Services. 

As a U.S. Army veteran and a longtime 
member of the House Armed Services and 
Veterans’ Affairs Committees, I know of the 
challenges awaiting our service members 
when transitioning from military service to the 
civilian workforce. While this resolution will not 
solve the problems of unemployment within 
the veterans community, it is a strong mes-
sage that we as members of Congress should 
send to anyone in a position to hire qualified 
veterans. 

According to the U.S. Department of Labor, 
younger veterans have a significantly higher 
unemployment rate than those of the general 
population in the same age range. Madam 
Speaker, I find this situation unacceptable and 
I believe most Americans would agree that our 
country should do more to assist these vet-
erans in transitioning from active duty to the 
civilian workforce. 

Furthermore, as a strong advocate of hiring 
qualified veterans, I practice what I preach. 
Having hired military veterans in both my El 
Paso, Texas and Washington, D.C. offices, I 
know of the exceptional training the Armed 
Forces provides our service members, and 
wholeheartedly encourage any employer to 
consider hiring those veterans who have 
served our country. 

Madam Speaker, I ask all my colleagues to 
join me in supporting our Nation’s veterans by 
voting in favor of H. Con. Res. 5. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CHARLIE NORWOOD 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 5, 2007 

Mr. NORWOOD. Madam Speaker, had I 
been present on Rollcall Vote No. 58, I would 
have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present on Roll-
call Vote No. 59, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
Had I been present on Rollcall Vote No. 60, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present 
on Rollcall Vote No. 61, I would have voted 
‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present on Rollcall Vote No. 
62, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been 
present on Rollcall Vote No. 63, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on Rollcall 
Vote No. 64, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had 
I been present on Rollcall Vote No. 65, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present 
on Rollcall Vote No. 66, I would have voted 
‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on Rollcall Vote No. 
67, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been 
present on Rollcall Vote No. 68, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on Rollcall 
Vote No. 69, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I 
been present on Rollcall Vote No. 70, I would 
have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on Roll-
call Vote No. 71, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
Had I been present on Rollcall Vote No. 72, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on 
Rollcall Vote No. 73, I would have voted 
‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

NATIONAL INTEREST ELECTRIC 
TRANSMISSION CORRIDOR CLAR-
IFICATION ACT 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 5, 2007 

Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, I am intro-
ducing legislation today to clarify provisions in 
Section 1221 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
regarding the designation of National Interest 
Energy Transmission Corridors (NIETC). 

As the Department of Energy and the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) 
begin implementation of Section 1221, con-
cerns have arisen in my state and in other 
states about this section of the new law. Spe-
cifically, those concerns include how the des-
ignation of these corridors could work to usurp 
the state decisionmaking process, override 
merit-based decisions by state siting authori-
ties, destroy protected lands, ignore alternative 
energy solutions, and fail to provide com-
pensation for landowners adjacent to new 
transmission lines. My legislation attempts to 
clarify Section 1221 to ensure that the neces-
sity of building interstate energy transmission 
lines is balanced with other important national 
interests. 

Building transmission lines that use 200-feet 
rights-of-way and rise up to 270 feet into the 
air have a tremendous and permanent impact 
on the surrounding landscape and property 
values. Patterning the electric transmission 
line process after current gas line siting regu-
lations does not take into consideration the far 
reaching visual impact of power lines. Above 
ground facilities for gas lines are generally a 
maximum of eight feet high, therefore the 
viewshed affected is minimal. But power lines 
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